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Paſs. over abundance of Exceptions. that might be made 
both to the Stile ani Matter of the Dedication- and Ser- 
mon, and confine my ſelf to thoſe things that I take to ba 
of the moſt dangerous tendency to our happy Conſtitution. 
The firſt I take notice of, is a Glaring one, to uſe the Doc- 
tor's own Phraſe; which, by the way, ſeems fitter for the Stage 
than the Pulpit ; and that is Dedic. p. 1. where he condemns . 
' Feals to the People as the only Judges of Right and Wrong, and the der- 
'nier Reſort of Fuſtice and Dominion, as Rebelliow, *Tis a common. 
and true Maxim, That crafty Men deal in Generals; and here the 
Doctor gives us a notable Caſt of his Craft: For he does not tell 
us who he means by People, who mutt certainly be Judges in all 
_ Caſes whatever betwixt them and their Prince, either in thein 
Collective or Repreſentative Capacity 3 or by the ardinary- ' 
Courts of Judicature cftabliſhid by Law, which is their Act & | 
well as the Prince's. If he means every Individual of the Na- 
tion, he combates an Adverſary that no body ſets up, any farther 
than to-allow every one -a Judgment ef Diſcretian, as to what | | 
they are to believe and practiſe, in Matters upon which their Sal 0 
vation Epends, And thiswagallow'd by our Saviout to the whole 15 
Gewiſh Nation, whom he commanded to ſearch the Scriptures, be- 
Cauſe they teſtiß d of him, John 5. 39. But the Doctor ſeems more 
inclinable to the Romiſh Maxim, That Ignorance is the Mother of 
Devotion; becauſe tis the ſureſt Foundation for their Doctrine of 
Unplicit Faith: which the Doctor and his Faction do really contend 
for, tho they don't own it. But I can tell him to his mortification, 
from very good Authority, that the People whom ſuch Phari- 
AJaical Doctors as himſelf rechon d accurſed, made a truer Judgment 
of our Saviour and his Doctrine, than all the Learned Rabbis of 
the Church, John 7. 49. And the Apoſtles, who were infallible 
in Doctrine, ſubmitted what they deliver'd: to the ſame Trial by 
the People, and gave the Epithet of Noble to the Bereans, becaufe 
they judg'd of it by that Teſt, As 17. 11, . = 
I hope the Doctor will not deny a Power of Judgment to the —_— © 
Church; and if he grant that, he muft needs allow it to the Peo- * 
ple, if our Church teach us truly in her igth Article, where ſhe 
tells us, The Church Viſible is a Congregation. of Faithful 
« Men, in which the pure Word of God is preach'd, and the 
& Sacraments duly miniſter 4 accurding to Chriſt's Ordinance, in on 
& all thoſe things that of neceſſity are requiſite to the ſame : ”? | 
This certainly takes in all the Congregations in England that are 
0 qualify'd, And I believe the Doctor will ſcarce haveſthe front 
tos deny that the People are a much greater part of the? Church 
than the Prieſts, and that the Convocation or Sy nod Oy = L 


the Repreſentative of the, Church, as,is expreſly declar 
Can. 139. And every one knows that Repreſentatives derive 
| their Avchaority from thole they n is all the Faith- 
- ful Pcoyle of tbe. hen ef it her Article be 
VVV 13 | 3 fue - 
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An Hiſtorical and Political Diſcourſe of the Laws and Government of Eng- 


cedent, if we may call the Scripture ſo, with the Doctor's al- 
lowance; who, page 9. ſeems to ſet thoſe he calls Antient Writers 


needs bave a King, appeal'd ta them for the Juſtice of his 
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true. Had the Doctor couſulted our antient Hiſtorians, he might 
have found that the People either by themſelves or their Repre- - +. 
ſentatives were the dernier Reſort of Juſtice and Dominton. My  / 
Time and Bounds; will not allow me to multiply Inſtances, which. 
might be eaſily dene; therefore-I refer thoſe who are willing to 
be truly inform'd on this important Subject, to a Book cail'd, - 


land, c. Collected from the Manuſcript Notes of John Selden E; 
by Nathaniel Bacon of Grays-Inn Ei; Printed for, John Starkey - 
in 1689. Where they will find uncontrovertible Proofs: of it: 
and thaſe who would ſee the Aſſertions of Dr. Brady, and other 
Prerogative Authors to the contrary fully anſwer'd, may con- 
ſult. Mr. Tyrrel's Hiſtory, and the Intraduct ions to bis ſeveral Volumes. 

In this matter our Anceſtors acted according to the beſt Pre- 


upon a level with it, For we find that Samuel, who was a Judg - 
of God's own Appointment, when the People of Jrael would 


own Adminiftration, bid them witneſs againſt him if he had ta- 


ken any Man's Ox or Aſs, defrauded, oppreſsd them, or taken 


any Bribes to blind his Eyes, and promis'd Reftitution if they - _ 
could prove it: upon which he was acquitted by their unanimous © © 
Declaration, of any ſuch Practice, 1 Sam. 12.3, 4. Now here 
was an Appeal to the People, by a Governor of God's imme- 
diate Appointment, as Judges of Right and: Wrong in the der- 

nier Reſort. So that either the or muſt condemn Samuel as 

a Rebel, and a Teacher of Rehellious Doctrine, or ſubmit to the 


Charge off being a falſe. Teacher himſelf, and an Enemy to tho 


not, is not only plain from his Appeal to them, as to his own Ad- 


be would not goyern/according to that Law, nor redreſs the In- 
fractions that his Father Solomon had made upon it, in many no- 5 


Manner or Law of the Kingdom, wrote it in à Bock, and laid 
tit up before the Lord, 1 Sam. 10. 24. And that the People were 


thoſe and mant other ee Inftaacer of Sceigture, bur. | 
a EE II 0 


unchangeable Laws of God, the Author of Government, as well 
as to our own Laws and Conſtitution; according to which the 


late K. Janes was dethron'd, for violating his own Coronation- 2 | 


Oath, and our fundamental Laws. 


Then as to the People's being Judges of Dominion, as well as of 
Right and Wrong in. the dernier Revert, *tis every whit as plain 5— 
for Samuel by God's on direction hearken'd to the People, in 
changing their Form of Gavernment, inform'd. them of the 


to judg in the dernier Reſort whether this Law was obſerv'd or- 


miniftration z but from the 17th of Deuteronomy, where the way” 
of electing a King, and his Manner of Government, is deli- 
ver'd to the People by Miſes ; and: from the Practice of the e 
raelites, who by God Apptobation: abdicated: Rehobaam, becauſe 


— - F # 


torious Inſtances, 1 Kings 12 ct.. 
Beſides, this Right of the 'People is not only exident from 
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from the very nature of the thing, and all Notions of Sovereign 
and Independent Government: For if every Sovereign Govern- 
ment had not a dernier Reſort within themſelves, they muſt be 
dependent ſomewhere or other; and that muſt either be upon an 
Univerſal Monarch or the Pope, who knowing there was not nor 
could be any ſuch thing as the former in the world, did blaſphe- 
mouſly aſſume that Power to himſelf over every one that is call'd 
Ged but his Pretenſions have been combated in all Ages, even 
by Emperors and Princes of his own Communion ; as is evident 
to all who know but the firſt Elements of Hiſtory : and that 
Power has been declar'd by thoſe call'd General Councils to be 
veſted in the People of all Nations, by themſelves or their Re- 
preſentatives. Otherwiſe no Controverſies betwixt Princes and 
their Subjects could be determin'd, without an Appeal to a fo- 
reign Judicature ſumewhere or other; which, as I ſaid before, 
deffroys all Notions: of Sovereignty, unleſs we place it in an 
univerſal Monarch. Andas God never ar me any ſuch, we 
have no way left to decide fuch Controverſies, but by the Body of 
the People, or their Repreſentatives, as was — by. God's 
own People the Fews, according to his own Direction; without 
referring them to the eldeft of Adam or Noah's Line, who muſt 
certainly have had the Right of Dominion, had it been founded 
on Primogeniture by a Divine Law, as the Dottor and his Fac- 
tion contend. Therefore certainly he does not deſerve the Name 
of a Chriftian, who will not own the Scripture, the approv'd 
Practice of the People of God recorded in it, and the very Na- 
ture and End of Government, to be the only Rule we can ſafely 
follow in deciding Controverſies of that kind: and that this was 
by Appeal to the People or their Repreſentatives, as Judges in 
the dernier Reſort, is plain from what I have ſaid above. | 
And that the Church (which according to the. Articles of the 
Church of England, as I have prov'd already, is the Body of the faitb- 
ful People, with their Paſtors and Rulers) are by themſelves, or their 
true Repreſentatives, Judges of Religious Matters, according to 
the Canon of the Scriptures, is evident from Artic. 20. and Canon 
129. abovemention'd,.and from the Practice of our Anceſtors, 
which the Reader may find unanſwerably prov'd in. Selden's Book 


already quoted, page 23, &c. And that our Progeniters acted in 


this according to the Apoſtolical. Practice and Pattern, is. evi- 
dent from 4#s 15. where we have an account of the only thing 
chat can juſtly be call'd an Qecumenical and unerring Synod ; 
where the Multitude, the whole Church was preſent, and join'd with 
the Apoſtles in their Decree about Circumciſion, Idolatry, For- 
nication, Things ſtrangled, and Blood; Ver. 4, 6, 12, 22, & 23. 
Having thus overturn'd the Doctor's Foundation, the weak 
Dp Eupetftruttures he has built upon it muſt fall of courſe ;; And it 
' Plainly appears, That our Conftitution in Church and State, for. 
which he pretends ſuch Zeal, is attack'd by none ſo; violently: 
as by himſelf, and thoſe of his Principles; who; under pretence 
of fapporciag it, dy aua ö t: WRISH: Makes . 
s : - - SY / ' 


And his Party liable to all the Anathema 8, Hell and Damnation, 


that with ſo much Noiſe akd little Senſe he threatens to others; | 


for inſtead of the falſe Charge which he brings againſt moderate 


Churchmen, and thoſe he thinks fit to call Fanaticks, whom he 4 4 


will have to be the united Friends and Brethren of the Papiſts, 
he makes it evident, that he himſelf, and his Faction, are juſtiy 
chargeable with it, and that they fall in with the Defigns of thoſe 
who are for a Popiſh Prince, and a French Government: whereas 
the moderate Churchmen and Diſſenters have given undeniable- 
Proofs of their unbiaſs'd and ſteddy Zeal to the Government, 
during the Reigns of the late King William and Queen Mary, and: 
of her preſent Majeſty, whoſe Title they took care to inſert in 
the Intail by the Declaration of Rights at the Revolution, and 
enter'd into Aſſociations for the Support of it long before ſhe 
came to the Crown, as may be ſeen by the Originals, now laid 
up in the Tower, This, together with their whole Conduct, and 
their Readineſs to ſupport the Publick Credit, of Song to 
Parliamentary Funds for keeping her Majeſty in dflethon againſt 
the French King and the Pretender, whom he ſent over to de- 
khrone her, in Concurrence en N and Jacobites, is ſuck. 
- bright and manifeſt proof of their Affection and, Zeal for her 
 Majefty's Perſon and Government, as the Doctor and his High- 
Church Faction cannot pretend to. ne 
So that we may juſtly return them his Advice, either to ſtrike 
the fifth Commandment out of the Decalogue, ox to ſhew that 
they believe it, by a more loyal Conduct than they have hitherto 
prattis'd. For can any one in his Senſes believe that ſuch Men 
as he are Friends to her 7 568 Government, and the 
Conſtitution, who affert the Abſolute Illegality of reſiſting Prin- 
ces, on any pretence whatſdever, as he does, p. 1 2. when all the 
World ery that Be woe? her ſelf, and her late Husband 
the Prince, Joit!'d thoſe that töok Arms againft her Father, qut 
of a Senſe of the ſuperior Obligation they were under to God 
and their Country, whoſe i ee Conſtitution, that un- 
happy Prince had openly invaded, and deſign' d totally to ſubvert ? 
By this it appears, that if Refiffayce be unlawful on any preteace 
whatever, her Majeſty was guilty of an unnatural Rebellion, and 
of an unjuſt Uſur pation,by ſuffering her Intail to be inſerted in the 
Claim of Right, and by actualhy entring upon the Government 
according to it; upon the Death of thofe, who by that Intail _ 
had the recedency. Every one knows, that this was contrary + 
to her Father's Will, who came with an Army to repoſſeſs him- 
 felf of the Government of which he had been juſtly depriv'd, 
and who had provided another Heir for his Dominions, with 4 
deſign to exclude her late and preſent Majeſty, and all his other 
' Proteftant Relations. Is not this a plain Bemonſtration that 
the Doctor, and tvs Faction, are arriv'd at a Superlative 
degree of Impudence, to affert ſo boldly, that Reſiſtanee is in 
ne caſe lawful, when without it we had never been bleſſed with 
ker Majeſty's Gorernmgut, the moſt bappy and ſucceſsful in all 


1 


\ 


do afſert the Subjects Obligation to in abſolute and unconditional 
Obedience to the Supreme Power in all things lawful, when the 


_ Repreſentatives of the Kingdom, both in Convention and Par- 
* Hamcit, juſtify'd the depoſing of the lite King James, becauſe - 


He acted contrary to his Coronation Oath, eftabliſh'd by Acts of 
Parliament time out of mind, as the original Contract and Baſis 
of our Government? His Subterfuge of reſtraining our uncon- 


ditional Obedience to things lawful, will ſtand. him in no ftead, 
ſince he diſcovers his Hypocriſy by declaring againft Reſiſtance 
on any pretence whatſoever, which takes in things unlawful as 


well as lawful. Is he not as plainly guilty of a rebellious At- 

tack upon our Conftitution ;., ſince by the firſt of William and 
Mary, cha p. VI. the Coronation-Oath is eftabliſh'd, and *tis there 

declar'd, that by the Law and antient Uſage of this R. 

Kings and Queens thereof have taken a ſolemn Oath upon the 

Evangeliſts, at their reſpective Coronations, to maintain the 

Statutes, Laws, and Cuſtoms ef the faid Realm, and the Peo- 


ple and Inhabitants thereof, in their Spiritual and Civil Rights 
and Properties? With e N then can this Orator and 
oh ſay, that we did owe, or do 


Amanuenſis of the Jacobite * ov 
owe abſolute and unconditional Obedience, contrary to the known 


Laus of the Land, which oblige us to conditional Obedience, 


according to the-Statute, and no otherwiſe? Or how can this 
Advocate of Slavery have the face to ſay, that Reſiſtance, upon 
any pretence whatever, is unlawful, ſince by Chap. 2. Seſſ. 2. 


of the firft of William and Mary, Set. 9. tis declar'd, © That 


all and every Perſon and Perſons that is, are, or ſhall be 
E reconcil'd to, or ſhall hold .Communion with the See or 


„ Church of Rome, or ſhall profeſs the Popiſh Religion, or ſhalt 


cc marry à Papiſt; ſball be excluded, and be for ever uncapable 


- & to inherit, poſſeſs, or enjoy the Crown and Government of 


1 
. 


tc this Realm and Peland, and the Dominions thereunto belong- 
© ing, or any part of the ſame z or to have, uſe, or exerciſe any 
“ Regal Power, Authority, or Juriſdiction within the ſame : and 
in all and in every ſuch Caſe or Caſes, the People of theſe 
Realms ſhall be, and are hereby. abſolv'd of their Allegiance, 
Fand the faid Crown, and Government ſhall from time to time 
© & deſcend to, and be enjoy'd by ſuch Perſon or Perſons bein 
<< Proteſlants,as ſhould have inherited and enjoy'd the ſame in caſe 


© the ſaid Perſon or Perſons fo rexoncil'd holding Communion, 


© or profeſſing, or marrying, as aforeſaid, were naturally dead?“ 


| r which is as far from good Language as 4 pain- | 
10 


ted Strumpet is froma real Beauty, avoid the force of this Law 


if he can; and tell us how a King or Queen, acting contrary to 


who are abſoly'd from Allegiance to them in ſuch à Caſe, would 


Not be Traitors both tw Church and State, if they fad not An | 


them down from it? 


% 


relpects we ever yet had? And is it not equally impudent 


of. this Realm the 


it, can be diſpoſſeſs'd without Reſiſtance, if they ſhould offer 
to keep the Throne notwithſtanding? and whether the People, 
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Tie in yain fot bin, with, bx Brother in Taiquiry e. 
hearſal, to alledg the contrary Statute of Charles l. in his de- 


fence; for tis im poſſible they can both be in force at the ſams 


time 7 every one knows that a later Law ſuperſedes a former 


of a contrary Tendency, tho it be not expreſly repeal'd. Be- 
hides, let him and his Faction conſider, how they — reconcile 


their ſlaviſh Doctrine with the Declaration of the Rights and 


Liberties of the i in the ſame Act, and the Rea» 


ſons for their depoſing the late K. Janes. Does he think, that 
K. Vifiam and Q. Mary made that Act, by and with the Conſens 
of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, and Commons in Par- 


liament aſſembled, to be a mere Brutum ſulmen, or inanimate 


Scare-Crow, and not as a Beacon to warn future Princes to 
beware of the ſame Shelves upon which their Predeceflors ſuf- 


fer'd Shipwreck 2 Or with what face can he call the Unlawful⸗ 


neſs of reſiſting Princes, on any Pretence whatſoever, the Doc- 
trine of the Church of England, after ſuch an Act made by the 


Conſent of the Fathers of the Church, the Lords Spiritual, 


and with the Conſent of the Repreſentatives. of the, Clergy 


as. well as of others in the Houſe of Commons 3,,eſpecially 


ſince the Conyocation then fitting, which by the Canon is de- 
clar'd to be the Repreſentative of the Church of England, made 
no Exceptions or Proteſtations againft it, hut on the: contrary 


met by virtue of the. ſame Authority which enacted it; and all 


the benefic'd Clergy, except an inconſiderable number that were 


depos'd, took the Oaths to their Majeſties, and ſwore to bear 


true Allegiance to them upon the very foot of this Declara- 
tion of Rights, that abdicated K. James, and which all future 
Kings, and Queens are. adus d to ipblcnbe, and agen 10.08: 


peat upon their coming to the Crown & oO 
Tis in vain for the Doctor to have recourſe to the antient 


* ” 0 


. 


Doctrine, or Practice of our firſt Proteſtant Church, às an Apo- 


logy for his laviſh Principles: every one knows that the Biſhops 


and Clergy in Queen Elixabeth's Time gave Mony to her Maje« 
ſty to ſupport the Proteſtants of France, Holland, and Scotland, 
who had taken Arms againſt the Tyranny of their reſpective 


Sovereigns; which is a plain Demonſtration that neither Head, 


Body, nor Tail of our Church, did at that time underſtand 
Paſſive Obedience in the Senſe of our Laudean Chaplain, an 
his Aſſociates. Tis likewiſe very well known, that our Biſhops 


were the chief Perſons who ſollicited Q. Elixabeth, not only to 


deprive Mary Queen of Scots of the Succeſſion, but likewiſe te. 
take away her Life, tho to the Plea of her being preſumptive 
Heireſs to the Crown. of England, ſhe added that of her being 
a Sovereign and Independent Princeſs, . as Queen of Scotland 7 

and with the Biſhops both Houſes of Parliament coneur'd, as - 
appears, by Sir Simon D* Ewes's Journal, from Page 207 to Page. 


„ Way join the Day of her Ex- 


I 
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adviſe him, in his next Catalogue of Traitors, to put in the 
Biſhop and Martyr Ridley to bear Archbiſhop Grindal company, 
AHince the former in a Sermon at PaulPs-Croſs, preach'd to the Peo- 
ple againft receiving Q. Mary, becauſe ſhe wou'd bring in a 
oreign Power to reign over them, and ſubyert the Prote- 
Kant Religion; for if this good Father be not defam'd as a 
Traitor, his Practice may be an ill Precedent for ſome of our 
preſent Biſhops to preach againft receiving the Pretender. , 
This is enough to prove, that the Doctrine of Non-reſiftance 
on any Pretence whatſoever, was not the Characteriſtick of the 
eld Proteſtant Church of England; nor was it ſo in the Reigns 
of K. James or K. Charles I. for both thoſe Princes aſſiſted the 
Germans and French, who had taken Arms againſt their oppreſſive 
Sovereigns, and ſent Forces to join em. And who ſhou'd un- 
derſtand the Doctrine of the Church, better than thoſe three of 
her ſucceſſive Heads? That the Body of the Church under- 
| Mood it as little in his ſenſe, is evident from the Parliaments 
of Charles I. and particularly that of 41, the far greater part 
of whom, tho profeſs'd Members of the Church of England, yet 
took Arms againft K. Charles for levying Mony, Cc. contrary 
to Law; which tho 'twas defended, and the Power of Parlia- 
ments run down by Archbiſhop Laud and his Faction, yet 'twas 
unanſwerably confuted by Archbifhop Abbot : and *tis very well 
| Known, that Archbiſhop Wiffiems took Arms againſt the King, 
and the Body of the Clergy concur'd with the Parliament, tho 
Eight in ten of 'em were Church of England-men, as appear'd 
by their ready Conformity to the Church of England, upon th? 
Reſtoration of K. Charles Il. | | 
Fo that if, at any time, it eou'd be ſaid, that Non-reſiftance, 
in the Doctor's ſenſe, was the Characteriſtick of our Church, it, 
muſt have been in that Reign: and yet, tis plain, by the Pro- 
©cedings of that very Parliament, which enacted the flaviſti 
Clauſe againft Reſiſtance on any Pretence whatever, that they did 
mot underſtand it in the ſenſe of the Dr. and his Brethren, ; for 
they themſelves oppos'd that Prince to his Face, impeach'd his Mi- 
niſtry for acting contrary to Law, and adviſing him to arbitrary 
Nleaſures, oppos'd his Toleration by his diſpenſing Power, preſs'd 
For a Redrefs of the Nation's Grievances, and Security from Pope- 
ry and Popiſh Councils, and remonſtrated againſt his Alliance with 
France, and his evil Counſellors, *Tis likewiſe well known, how vigo- 
rouſly they proſecuted the Popifn Plot, tho they knew the Court to 
be in it, and that the Commons paſs d a Bill of Excluſion againſt 
the D. of Fork, and ſent it up to the Honſe of Lords, where the 
then Biſhops had ſo far degenerated from their Predeceſſors in 
. Elizabeth's Time, that they threw it out, The ſame Parha- 
ment continu'd ſo vigorous in oppoſing the Popiſh and Arbitra- 
ry Meaſures of the Dourt, that the King at laſt thought fit to 
_ Yifſolve them. Now I wou'd fain know, whether thoſe who 
made the Law are not the beſt Judges of its Meaning; and fince 
vheir Meaning is beſt underſtood by their Practice, n e t 
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face can he ſay, that they intended an abſolute and uncondi- 


tional Obedience by that Act, or to damn all Reſiſtance on any 


Pretence whatſoever, when they themſelves reſiſted the King's 
_ expreſs and declar'd Will, impeach'd his Miniſters ſor putting 


it in Execution, and were for excluding his Brother from the 
Crown, becauſe they foreſaw he wou'd bring in Tyranny an! 
Popery? We muſt own indeed, if by the Church of England 
we are to underſtand the Clergy, that moſt of em ran to an 
extravagant height in that Reign, and carry'd the Parliament's 
Clauſe againſt Refiſtance far beyond whatever the Lords and 


Commons intended; but if the Laity be the Majority of the 


Church, as certainly they are, tis evident from the general 
Diſcontents of the Nation at the Popiſh agd Arbitrary Pro- 
ceedings of the Court, that Paſſive Obedience was not the 
Charatteriſtick of our Church, but merely of a Faction, who 


aſſum'd the Name, even in that Reign. ; | 
When K. James II. came to the Crown, and that his luxuriog; 


Prieſts had a mind to ſhare the Tithe-Egg:, Pigs, and Pul. 
and the fat Benefices with our Clergy, they Een. 
Paſſive Obedience fo much, that they preach'd and writ a- 


then forgot their 


gainſt the King's Adminiſtration, refas'd to read his Declaration 
of Indulgence, and both Clergy and Laity concur'd in the Re- 
volution ; nay Archbiſhop Sancroft himſelf, with ſeveral other of 
the golden Candleſticks, as the ſeven petitioning Biſhops were 
then call'd, tho ſome of 'em afterwards proy'd Brafs, invited 
the P. of Orazge to take the Adminiſtration upon him: which 
was. a plain Demonſtration, that .either they were Knaves, or 
did_not believe one word of that Paſſive Obedience themſelves, 


4 the belief of which they urg'd upon others, on pain of Damna- 
- Taos. And what can the Doctor think of that Archbiſhop's 20- 


ing to the Tower in Perſon, to demand the Keys of K. Fames's 
Lieutenant, and putting em into the Hands of the late Ld Lvcs ? 

Here I cannot but take notice of Pr. S's Aſſurance, whe ſo 
boldly aſſerts, pag. 13. That the Prince of Orange ſolemnly dif. - 
cla imd the leaſt Imputat ion of Reſiſtance in his Declaration, 
when the contrary ſo manifeſtly appears by the very words of it, 
Declaration 1. Art. 21. where he declares, That he brought with 
bim a Force ſufficient, by the Bleſſing of Cod, to defend him againſt the 


Violence of King James's evil Courſellorss Now how he could make 


this Defence without Reſiſtance, and for what other end he put 
himſelf. in Arms, let this acute Doctor tell us if he can; — 


be who has the Impudence to deny matter of fact ſo well known 


to all the World, may ſay what he pleaſes: the Declaration it 
ſelf, Art. 25. invites the whole Nation to 108 with the Prince 
tuch as ſhould oppoſe 
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Tis alſo evident that the Lords and Gentlemen, who join'd 
him at Exeter, enter'd into an Aſſociation for the Defence of our 
Religion, antient Government, Laws and Liberties; wherein 
they ſolemnly engag'd, that if any Attempt were made upon the 


1 4 


Prince of Orange, they wou'd purſue thoſe who-male. it, with all 
their Adherents, and thoſe whom they found in Arms againft 
him, with the utmoſt Severity of a juſt Revenge to their Kuin 
and Peſtruction. They enter'd into this folemn Aſſociation with 
8 the Prince's Conſent; by all which, and the Skirmiſhes that 
L- happen'd betwixt the Prince's Forces and thoſe of the King at 
] Wincanton and Redding, where ſeveral were kill'd on both fides, 
tis evident that the Prince both declar'd for and practis'd R 
tance in caſe of Oppoſition, From whence we may ſee what . 
dit is to be given to ſuch a Preacher, who, in the Cathe: a4 
of St. Paul's had the Impudence to publiſh ſuch a notorious, de 
liberate and ftudy'd Falſhood, which many of his Hearers muff 
certainly know to be ſach. His Quotation from Dr. Kennet's 
Hiſtory to prove what he ſays, affords him no Relief; for that 
part of the Declaration aſſerts only that the Prince intended no 
Conqueſt : and if Dr. S. will infer from thence that the Prince 
declar'd againft Refiftance, he ought to be fent to School again 
to learn his Logic. Er en . 
To conclude this Point, Iwou'd adviſe the Doctor, for under- 
ſtanding what is very improperly call'd Paſſive-Obedience, to 
read the Commentary, which the Nobility, Gentry and Commo- 
nalty aſſembled in Arms at Nottingham, where her preſent” Ma- 
jeſty join'd them, put upon it as follows. CE. 
cc. We own it Rebellion to refiſt a King that governs by Lac; 
c but he-was always accounted a Tyrant t hat made his Will the 
Law: and fo reſiſt ſuch a one, we juftly efteem no Rebellion, 
« but a neteffary Defence. And in this Confideration we doubt 
ee not of all honeſt Mens Aſſiſtance, gyc. I wou'd alſo adviſe 
him to read the Letter of his Royal Highneſs the Prince of Den- 
mark te the late King James, wherein there are theſe remarka- 


ble and excellent Expreſſions. „ 8 
el am not ignorant of the frequent Miſchiefs wrought in the 
de World by factious Preten ces of Religion; but were not Reli- 
« gion the moſt juſtifia>le Cauſe, *twou'd fſot be made the moſt 
ec ſpecious Pretence ——— How then can I longer diſguiſe my 
e juſt Concern for that R=lj9ion, in which I have been ſo hap» 
£ pily educated, which my 2 8 thorowly convinceth me 
tobe the beſt, and for the Support of which Iam fo highly in- 
& terefted in my native Country ? And is not England now by 
the moſt indearing Tie become ſo? — 1 
„ While the reſtleſs Spirits of the Enemies of the Reform'd 
* Religion, hack'd by the cruel Zeal and prevailing Power of 
* France, juftly alarm and unite all the Proteſtant Princes of 
&© Chriftendom, and engage them in ſo vaſt an Expence for the 
Support of it; can I att fo degenerous and mean a part, as te 
„deny my Concurrence to fuch worthy Endeayours, for the diſ- 
„ abuſing of your Majeſty, by the Reinforcement of thoſe Laws, 
and the Re-cſtabliſhment of that Goverament, on which alone 
“depends the Well-being of your Majefty, and of the Prote- 
dass Beligion in Europe ? This, Sir, is that irreſiſtible * | 
22 * \ I / | 5 5 en — * 
| | | . q 
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* only Cauſe that cou'd come in competition with my Duty 

c © and Obligations to your Majeſty, and be able to tear me from 
. ® you, while the ſame affectionate Deſire of ſerving you con- 

„ tinues in me.” RL "4: | e 
This is a ſufficient Juſtification of the Prince, and of her pre- 
ſent Majelty, who as they were illuſtrious Examples ef conjugal - 
Love, did certainly act by concert in this moſt important Paſ- 

fſage of their Lives. I 
The Letter of the Lord Churchil, now Duke of Marlborough, 
to the late King upon the ſame Subject, with the Addreſs of the 
Lord Dartmouth, then Admiral, from himſelf and the other 
Commanders in the Fleet, may alſo deſerve the Libeller's Con- 
ſideration, and put him to the bluſh, that Laymen ſhould ſs 

much better underſtand the true meaning of that call'd Paſhve- 

Obedience than himſelf, and his hot-headed Brethren of the 

Clergy., I ſhall add no more on this Subject, but only put 

| him in mind that the Prince of Orange, by the 14th Article of 

his firſt Declaration, expreſſes himſelf againſt his Doctrine of 


3 
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abſolute and unconditional Obedience. So that upon the whole, 
we leave it to the-Coniideration of ail unbiaſsd Berfons, whe- 
ther it be the Whigs, or he and his Brethren, who run down 
our Conſtitution by villanous and ſeditihus Principles, as he ex» 
preſſes it, pag. 14. which is Language fitter for a Beargarden 
| , _ than, a Pulpit. :* | h | HER 
1 Suppoſing that the Doctor has by this time his Belly fuf of 
Non-refiftance and Paſſive Obedience both from Scripture and 
Law, I come next to his falſe Brethren, and ſhall give Archbiſhop 
Grindal the Precedency, becauſe his Character requires it. The 
Libeller modeftly calls him a falſe Sen of the Church, and a perfr- 
dlious Prelate, pag. 19. and charges bim with having deluded Q 
Elizabeth to give a Toleration to the Gene van Diſcipline. But 1 
am afraid that the Doctor by this Charge has prov'd himſelf to 
be a malicious Slanderer ; for if we may believe Bp Godwin in his 
Commentarius de Præſulibus Angliæ, he gives that worthy Prelate the 
Character of © a pious and grave Man, who upon his retury 
ce from Exile in the Reign of Queen ary, was firft made Biſhop 
4 of Londen, then Archbiſhop of Vork, and at laſt Archbiſhop of 
« Canterbury; and that he Rood very high a long time in Q. Eliza- 
c beth's Favour, until by the crafty Tricks of ſome People ke 
ce quite loſt it; they having accus'd him as a Favourer of the 
« Conventicles, and Meetings for Prophecy, as they were then 
_ ©£© call'd, of turbulent Minifters : whereas indeed the true Cauſes 
dc was, becauſe he condemn'd the unlawful Marriage of Julius, 
6 an Italian Phyſician, with another Man's Wife, contrary to 
«© the Endeavours of the Earl of Leiceſter, who was then the 
« Queen's Chief Favourite. This "will allow the Authority 


of Cambden; and I hope every, body will allow the Evidence of 
two ſuch great Men to be more than ſufficient to ballance that 

of Dr. Sacheverell, But allowing Archbiſhop Grindal's Favour to 
the Puritans, and Medgratien towards them to be true, can 
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iüll-natur'd People will be apt to alle 
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thers of the Church of England found among thoſe of the Ge- 


_ eva way, while they themſelves were Confeſſors and Exiles in 


the Reign of Q. Mary ? But if this were enough to intitle him 


Man blame him for it, confidering the Favour that he and o- 


a falſe Brother and perfidious Prelate, I am afraid that moſt of 


his Brethren the reforming Biſhops will be found in the ſame 


Category; for it appears by ſuch Writings of our 8 | 
0 


as are come to our hands, that Archbiſhop Cranmer, the Biſhop 
HK. Aſaph, Dr. Csx Biſhop of Ely, tho otherways very high, Thirl- 
by, Redman, Archbiſhop Whitgift, and Biſhop Jewel, the great 
Ornament of the Proteſtant Church, were of Opinion, that 
| ann hag an! Biſhop were not different Orders by Divine In- 
itution: ſo that according to the Doctor, pag. 10. thoſe great 


Lights of the Church of England were all Apoſtates from their 


Order, and falſe Brethren. By which we may (ee whit a Friend 
the Libeller and his Party is to our Reformation, which accord- 
ing to them is deriv'd to us from a your of Apoſtates. ' Some 

„that the. r2je&ing the 
Pope's Authority, to whom the antient and modern Laudean 


Faction wou'd willingly grant the right hand of Fellowſhip, as 
9 


the Primate or firft Biſhop of Chriſtendom, is at the bottom of this 
Charge. It Dr. Sacheverell thinks this Cenſure a little too un- 


charitable, he may conſalt an antient Evidence, call'd Laudenſium 


Autocat acriſts, i. e. the Laud2ans Self-Condemnation, printed in 


1641. or a more modern one, entitled, Regale & Pontificate, with 


fome trijþ Eecleſiaſticil Evidence, that meet now and then at a, 
Club within a Mile of $f, Dunſtans in Fleetſtreet, where there's a 


Conſult abour preaching up Reſiſtance to the Queen, and Non- 
reſiſtance to the Pretender, under the ſpecious Pretext of Paſ- 


five- Obedience; and Zeal for the Monarchy and the Church. 

The Doftor ought to have well confider'd St. Paul's Deſcription 
of a Presbyter and Biſhop, in his Epiſtles to Timathy and Titus, 
where thoſe worthy Prelates and others thought they appear 


lainly to be one and the ſam2 3 and I hope he will not call St. 


Paul an Apoſtate. Let him conſult Biſhop Fewel's Defence of his 


Apology of the Church of England, pag. 121. and he will find that 


great and learned Prelate ro be of the ame Opinion, and to 
laugh at Harding the Papiſt for objecting it to him, ſince St. Je- 
rom, St. Chryſoſtom, and Eraſmus, beſides many others, had ad- 
vanc'd it before him. If he conſult Dr. Stillingfleet's Irenicum, 
pag. 392, 393, 395. he may allo find that the famous Martyr 
and Archi 

ſhops and ableft Divines, were all of that mind. And fo far 
were they from being A poſtates from the Church of England in 


this matter, that it appears to have been the antient Doctrine of 
our Church by the Canons of Alfric ad Wulfinum Epiſcopum, in 


Lambert's Saxon Laws, pag. 127. which was writ in the time of the 


p, Cranmer, and others of our firſt Proteſtant Bi- 


Saxon Government. And that this continu'd to be the Doctrine 


of the Church of England as far down as ary bw appears by 
the Book entitled, 4 neceſſary Doctrine and Erudition for a Chriften 


— 


Man, 


. eee ee rn 
Man, ſet forth by that King, with the Approbation and Conſent 
of the Church. So that upon the whole, tis the Doctor and his 
Faction, and not our worthy Reformers, and thoſe who follow 
them in their moderate Principles, who are Apoſiates from tha - 
Church of England for by her definition of a Church already 1 
mention'd from Article 19. it appears that ſhe does not make 4 - 
Biſhop as diftin& from a Presbyter neceſſary for conſtituting a * 
Church; nor was ſhe ſo uncharitable in 1603. when ſhe made | 
her Canons, as to unchurch thoſe who wanted ſuch Bifhops, ae- 1 
cording to the unwarrantable Practice of our modern High- J 
fliers, for by Canon 8 8. ſhe expreſly orders her Miniſters before 
Sermon * to pray for Chriſt's holy Catholick Church, i. e. for the 
CS c whole Congregation of Chriſtian People throout the World, 
.« and eſpecially for the Churches of England, Scotland and Ireland.” | 
Tho at that time the Church of Scotland not only had no Biſhops, | 
but had thrown them out before, and Presbytery was eftabliſh'd. | 
there on the ſame foot as at preſent, by Act of Parliament in | 
1502. He may likewiſe find by Archbiſhop Spotſwood's Hiftory, 
Ann. 1609. page 574 that when King James had eftabliſh'd Bi- 
ſhops in Scotland, and ſent for them to he conſecrated by the Eng- 
liſh Biſhops, Dr. Andrews Biſhop of Ely objected againſt their 
Conſecration, alledging that they ought firſt to ordain'd 
Presbyters; but Archbiſhop Bancroft, tho high enough for Epiſ- 
- copacy, anſwer'd him, there was no neceſſity for that, ſeeing 
| where Biſhops could not be had, the Ordination by Presbyters 
muſt be efteem'd lawful, otherwiſe it may be doubted if there 
were any lawful Vocation in moſt of the Reform'd Churches. 
This Anſwer was by yn by the reſt of the Biſhops, upon 
which the Biſhop of £ly acquieſc'd, and the Scots Biſhops were 
conſecrated; ſo tender was the Hierarchy of our Church then of 
giving that Offence to the foreign Proteſtant , Churches, of 
which the Doctor and the reſt pf pur ſchiſmatical Highfliers at 
reſent make fo little ſcruple. =» | —— 
Another remarkable Inſtance to proye that this unwarrantable 
Doctrine is of no long ſtanding in the Church of England, is 
that of our Deputies to the Synod of Dort; who tho ſeveral of 
them were Biſhops, and Dr. Davenant of Saljsbury particularly, who 
thought Epiſcopacy to be Jure Divino, yet they treated the Re- 
form'd Charches beyond Sea as true Churches, and their Depu- 
ties as Brethren, tho all of them in their Confeffions had ex- 
prefly afferted, that there was no Church-Officer ſuperior to a 
Presbyter by Divine Inſtitution. So little had the uncharitable 
and unchriſtian Opinions of our Dodwell's, Hichs's, Leſtey's, Hig- 
gins*s, and Sacheverelis obtain'd then in the Church of England. 
Tis true, Laud and his Faction endeavour d to promote this Opi- 
nion, but they were oppo&d by others of more eminent Piety 
and Learning, and particularly by Dr. Holland the King's Pro- 
feſfor at Oxford, who branded Laud with publick Infamy, for aſ-» 
Mrting the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, as we are inform'd by 
Spuobeim, Par. Sper. p. 4221. Nor are we to wonder at this, _ 
$i | 8. 
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the Waldenſes and Albigenſes, the earlieſt. Witneſſes againſt Anti- 


12 chriſt, deny'd any difference betwixt Biſhop and Presbyter, as is 


own'd by Alpbonſus de Caſtro, fol. 102. And the Day-Stars of our 
Reformation, Wicliff and his Followers, are own'd by that ſame 
Author to have been of the like Opinion: and Fabn Huſs, who 
was Wicliff's Diſciple, with the Bohemians, maintain'd the ſame 
Doctrine, as Aineas 5ylvinus de Bohemorum Origine, cap. 33. informs 
us: and the Council of Trent it ſelf, as may be ſeen, by their 
Hiſtory, p. 596, 605, &c. does expreſſy own, that this was al- 
ways one of the chief Doctrines of thoſe who oppos'd Rome. 
And that the Engliſh State was of the ſame Opinion, appears un- 
deniably true by the Statute of Proviſors of the 25thot Edward 
III. Anno Dom. 1350. wherein *tis aſſerted, < That che Holy 
„ Church of England was founded in the Eſtate of Prelacy with- 
6 in the Realm of England by Edward I. and his Progenitors, 
« and the Earls, Barons, and other Nobles of his Realm, and 
« their ; Anceſtors, to inform them and the People of the Law of 
« God, and to makeHoſpitalities, Alms, and other Works of Charity 
So that there can be nothing more expreſs to prove, that the 
Engliſh Prelacy is a Creature of the State. Therefore ABp Cran- 
mer, who was the chief. Inſtrument of our Reformation, had rea- 
ſon not to own Epiſcopacy as a diſtinct Order from Presbytery, 
but only as a prudent Conſtitution of the Civil Magiſtrate, Br the 
better governing of the Church; as Dr. Stillingfleet informs us, 
Irenic. p. 393. And after the Doctor has prov'd there, that ABp 
Whitgift, and with him the whole Body of the Engliſh Epiſcopal 
Divines, were of the ſame Judgment, he concludes thus: „ By 
<< which Principles the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, as founded 
on Apoſtolical Practice, is quite ſubverted and deftroy'd.” 
By this we may ſee how far Dr..S's Charge of Apoſtacy reaches 


both the Church and State of England, ſince it not only condemns 
our Clergy-Reformers and Martyrs, but even the Royal Martyr 
_ himſelf; for he gave his Royal Aﬀent to the Abolition of Epiſco- 


pacy in Scotland, and in his Propoſals to the Parliament of Eng- 


land agreed likewiſe to give it up in this Kingdom for a certain 


number of years, until the matter were more fully debated; as is 


known to eyery Man who has read the Hiſtory of thoſe Times. 


One would have thought the Doctor ſhould have conſider'd of an 
Apology for the Royal Martyr, before he had pronounc'd fo raſh 
a Charge againſt all thoſe who affirm that the Divine Apoſtoli- 
cal Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy is a novel Doctrine, not ſufficiently 


_ warranted by Scripture z and that 'tis indifferent whether the 


Church be .govern'd by -Biſhops ar Presbyters, p. 10. For had 


K. Charles I. thought the contrary to be Caſus Confeſſionis, he would 


rather have laid down his Crown, than ſo far have wounded his 
Conſcience, as to conſent to the aboliſhing of Epiſcopacy. 
Dr. S. ſhould alſo have had ſome compaſſion. upon his Bre- 
thren, the Biſhops and Epiſcopal Party in Scotland, for whom his- 
Fattion is at this very day — large Collections, to * 
it barbargys Fefſecutien ; For! 
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ean pve © him by his own Doctrine, that they are nothing 
but a parcel of wretched Apoftates. . By the firſt Act of the. 
ſecond Seſſion of the firft Parliament of K. Charles II. there, 


the Archbiſhop and Biſhops of Scotland agreed, That the Or- 
* dering and Diſpoſal of the external Government and Policy 
of the Church doth properly belong to his Majeſty, as an in- 
* herent Right of the Crown, by virtue of his Royal Prerogatiie 
and Supremacy in Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical,” And by the firſt Act 


of. his ſecond Parliament, they did likewiſe agree, „That his 


c Majefty hath the Supreme Authority and Supremacy over all 


„ Perſons, and in all Cauſes Eccleſiaſtical within that Kingdom; 
« and that by virtue thereof, the Ordering and Diſpoſal of the 
© external Government and Policy of the Church doth Proper- 
I belong to his Majzſty, and his Succeſſors, as an inherent: 
* Right to the Crown 3 and that his Majeſty and his Succeſſors 
* may ſettle, enact, and emit ſuch Conſtitutions, Acts and Or- 
* ders concerning the external Adminiftration of the Church, 
* and the Perſons imploy'd in the ſame, and concerning all Ec. 
« clefiaftical Meetings, and Matters to be propos'd and deter- 

e min'd therein, as they in their Royal Wiſdom ſhall think fit; 
Which Acts, Orders, and Conſtitutions being recorded in the 
* Books of Council, and duly publiſh'd, are io be obey'd by all 
* his Majeſty's Subjects, any Law, Act or Cuſtom to the contrary 
„ notwithſtanding.” 7 . f. 
This, according to Dr. 5. was Apoſtacy with a vengeance ; 
yet *twas not ſo much as proteſted againſt by the Epiſcopal Cler- 
gy of Scotland, nor did they ever endeayour to have this Act re- 
peal'd: which, by the way, lets us ſee what faithful Subjects 
they are to her Majeſty, in refuling to comply with the Laws 
made by her Autbority, and that of the Parliament, about the 
Affairs of the Church in that Kingdom; and how inconſiſtent 
they act With their own Principles, when they conſented to in- 
veſt K. Charles II. and his Succeſſors with ſuch an Abſolute 


- 


Power in Eccleſiaſtical Matters, without any further Concurrence 


of Parliamentary Authority. But why they ſhould refuſe to pay 
the ſame deference to the Queen and Parliament now, unleſs it 
be that they queſtion the Lawfulneſs of her Title and their Au- 

thor, let the Doctor give a reaſon if he can; eſpecially fince 


tis very well known, that when they mov'd for a Toleration in 


the Parliament of W ene poſitively. xetug'd, to. take the 
Ch 


Oaths tothe queen: and ſome of their Advocates did Tay in the 

tac2 of the Houſe, That if the ſaid Oaths were-requir'd, the To- 
lerition would he. no Kindneſs to them. Vet theſe. are the 
Men for whom our High'tliers do ſo much concern themſelves, 
and make ſuch ruefuf Clamours of the dreadful Perſecutions 
thay fuffer, becauſe, they are not av d to ſet up Facobite Con- 
venticles, and to introduce new Modes of Worſhip conttary to 
59881 — ain M90" rp and fear Principles, merely to im- 
on Coat part of the Natigh, and to Keep the Pretebder's Friends, 
theres in antenne, ff ERS eee 


Wis 
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Since the Doctor has thus anathematiz'd his own profeſs'd 
Friends, we are not to wonder that K. Edward VI. with the 
Church and State in his time, fall under his Cenſure, and be ſent 
to kee p company with the reſt of the Doctor's Falſe Brethren, in 
the Lake that burns with Fire and Brimſtone; for according to 
him, they certainly deſerv'd it: But *tis very hard, that Arch- 
biſhop Cranmer, and our other Reforming Biſhops ſhould firſt be 
condemn'd to Smithfield Flames by the Papiſts, and then to the 
Flames of Hell by the Doctor, for taking out Commiſſions from 
K. Edward VI. © to ordain Presbyters, and to exerciſe Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Diſcipline 3 which Power was to laſt no longer than the 
« King's Heaſure, as Dr. Burnet tells us they did, Hiſt, Reform. 
ic part 2. Colle, numb. 91. And in the ſame Commiſhon they 
* own'd all ſort of Juriſdiction, as well Eccleſiaſtical as Civil, to 
« flow originally from the Regal Power, as from a Supreme Head, 
ac and as a Fountain and Spring of all Magiftracy within his own 
« Kingdom; and that they who exercis'd this Juriſdiction for- 
« merly; had done it only precario; and that they ought with 
ce grateful Minds to acknowledg this Favour. derivd from the 
c King's Liberality and Indulgence ; and that accordingly they 
<« ought to yield it up, whenever the King thought fit to require 
« it of them.” | 
Wee are not to ſuppoſe, that thoſe worthy Prelates and Mar- 
tyrs did leſs underſtand what belong'd to them by Divine Autho- 
rity as Minifters,or were leſs zealous for maintaining it than their 
Succeſſors in Queen Elizabeth's Time, who to obviate all Scruples 
of that Nature declar'd at the cloſe of her Injunctions in 1559. 
that ſhe challeng'd no more Power or Authority than what was 
challeng'd and us'd by King Heny VIII. and King Edward VI. 
and therefore diſclaim'd all Authority and Power of Miniſtry of 
Divine Offices in the Church. Which ſufficiently proves, that 
Archbiſhop Cranmer, and thoſe other worthy Biſhops did not ob- 
lige themſelves to ſurrender their Power as Presbyters to the 
King, but only their Power as Prelates, when he ſhould require 
it; which was very conſiſtent with their Principles, becauſe they 
look'd upon that Power not to be a Divine but Human Inſtitu- 
tion, as twas declar'd to be by the Laws of the Lance. 
So that their Submiſhon to the King in that reſpe& cannot in 
the leaſt juſtify the Eraſtian Principle, tho it certainly condemns 
_ that of Laud and his Party, who attempted to exerciſe that Power 
independent of the Crown, which they deriv'd from it; and it does 
no lefs condemn the like Deſigns of our preſent High-fliers, ex- 
reſs'd in Mr. Leſly's Pontificate and Regale, &c. where they plead 
or the like Independency as is enjoy'd by the Church of Scotland, 
without conſidering that that Church has no Civil Power, makes 
no part of the State but as common Subjects, has no Place in Par- 
liament, nor ſo much as a Vote in chuſing one Member; fo that 
they hold nothing of the State, but their common Protection and 
Liberty. And as all this ſhews the Injuſtice of the Pretenſtons 
9f N min High:Church, it jukliies the Rehuks, which the 
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Queen gave to the Lower Houſe of Canvocation the 8th of 
April 170%. and her Reſolution expreſs'd therein to maintain 
her Supremacy, as veſted in her by Law; for tis indeed ridi- 
culous to think, that any part of the State ſhould be independent 
of their common Supreme Head, in the Exerciſe of any Civil! 
Power which they derive from it. 3 4 


. 

N The Doctor's Charge, p. 10. that Occaſional-· Conformity is 1 
\ Hypocriſy, reflects upon all our Reformers, who kept Occafional | 

1 


Communion with the Reform'd Churches beyond Sea, during their 
Exile in Queen Mary's Time, tho they differ'd from our Church 
in Government, Diſcipline, and Modes of Worſhip 3 and alſo. | 
reflects upon the Practice of our Travellers, who communicate. A 
with them, and is contrary to the Article of our Creed, which 
holds a Communian of Saints. No Man of Senſe did ever think 
this to conſiſt in an Uniformity of Rites and Modes, which was ? 
never yet known in the World, nor e but in hol- \ 
ding to Chrift our common Head, and in elieving and pradtiſing « 
according to the fundamental Truths of Chriftianity, which are | 
excellently ſum'd up in that call'd the Apoſtles Creed. | 
Among other Monuments of the brotherly Correſpondence and 
_ Communion of our Church with thoſe abroad, there's a whole 
Volume of Letters in the Church-Regifters of Zwjch 5 by which | 
it appears our Biſhops and others treated thoſe Churches as Bre- 
thren, and teſtify'd their Diſpleaſure at Queen Elizabeth's Stiff 
| neſs for not yielding to a Reformation of thoſe things, which 
might have brought the Church of England to a nearer Agree» 
ment with that, and other Reform'd Churches. Beſides, the 
Doctor not only condemns our antient Reformers, but the Lord 
Biſhop of London, and others of our preſent Churchmen, who" {| 
correſpond with Geneva, and have teftify'd their Diſlike at the 
N indecent Reflections which ſome of our hot-headed Divines have 
ö thought fit to caſt upon that Church, and their firſt Re fſormers, 
Calvin, Bea, &Cc. | Ie | " 

His Reflection upon ſuch of our Diſſenters at home, as occa- 
ſionally conform to the Church of England, diſcovers his want of * 
Charity as well as Knowledg of the true State of that Contro- 
verſy: for as all the Members of the Church of England are not 
agreed in the Neoeſſity, or indeed Expediency of impoſing 
thoſe things wherein they differ from the Diſſenters, as terms 

of Communion ;. ſo neither are the Difſenters all of a Mind, as to 
the Cauſes of their Diſſent. Any Man who has read the Confe- 

 rences appointed at the Savoy hetwixt the two Parties by Kin 

_  Charxles Il. may be ſatisf/ d of this; far tho they all agreed again 
an univerſal and conſtant Commu nion, in every thing requir'd by 
the AR of Uniformity, yet many of them both approv'd and 
pradtis d Ocaaſional Conformity with the Church from that very 

time. This they did to teſtify to the World, that they look d 
upon the Church of England as a true Church, and would hold 

| S Bb her as 1 but nat N t. would be — . 

by underftood to aypragye of any thing againſt which they kad en- 
Ba | ter'd their 5 1 5. * 85 1 - 8 
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the State; with what forhead can 
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So that the Doctor is very unjuft, as well as uncharifable, tes 
charge Men with Hypocriſy for acting according to their de- 
clar'd Principles; he might as well charge ſuch Lords and 
Commons, as Ailagree to any thing voted in either Houſe, 
with Hypocriſy, for continuing to act in a Parliamentary Way 
with thoſe they, have diſſented from: And if the ſame Liberty 
be not allow'd if Matters Ecclefiaftical, there can be no ſuch 
thing as a Communion among Chriſtian Churches in the 
World. *Tis'own'd in the Article concerning the Service of 
the Church, before the Book of Common-Prayer, that formerly 
there was great Diverſity in Saying and Singing in Churches 
Within this Realm, ſome following the Cuſtoms of Salisbury, 


Tome of Hereford, fame of Bangor, ſome of York, and ſome of 


Lincoln; yet that was never underſtood to break the Communion 
of the Church, no more than the great and remarkable differencę 
at preſent betwixt the Cathedral and Parochial 'Worſhip, is con- 
ceiv'd to do. And fince in the Article of Ceremonies, why ſom 


be abdliſh/d and ſome retain'd, the Church has declar'd her Opt- 


mag, that every Country ſhou'd uſe. ſuch Ceremonies as they 
think beſt, and that for this they condemn no other Nationss, 
let the Doctor ſee how he can reconcile his fiery and uncharis 
table Reflections, not only upon Diſſenters at home, but upon 


Proteſtant Churches abroad, with this moderate Spirit of tha 


Church; and whether he does not include the whole Church of 
England under his Notion of falſe Brethren, ſince he accounts all 
thoſe ſuch as wou'd give up any part of her Diſcipline an 

Worſhip, when ſhe her {elf has declar'd in the Preface to the 
Book of Common-Prayer, That -the particular Forms of Divine Wor- 
ſhip, and the © Rites and Ceremonies appointed to be ws'd therein, being 
things in their own Nature indifferent and alterable, tis but reaſonable, 
that upon weighty and important Conſiderations, according to the Exigency 


f Times and Occaſions, ſuch Changes and Alterations bon d be made 


therein, as to thoſe that are in Place of Authority ſho 


d from time to 


q 2 


With what front then can this malicious Incendiary arraign 
the Queen and Parliament as Countenancers of Schiſm, and Set- 


ters- up of a Mungrel- Union of all Sects by the Toleration, for doing 
jeſs than the Church her ſelf owns they had Aufhority td do ? 
for inſtead of making any Alteration in the Forms, Rites, and 
Ceremonies of the Church, which they might certainly have 
done, according to the 34th Article, they have contented them- 


| ſelves with ſetting the Diſſenters at Liberty from the Penal 


Laws, which oblig'd them to a Conformity to thoſe Ceremonies, 
d ſince by the Laws of the Land, and the Opinion of our 
c| Reformers, the Engliſh Prelacy appears to be a Creature of 
this Man, with the Rehear- 

fal and others, arraign the Queen and Parliament, as having 
fet up a Rebellion like that of Korah, for exempting the Engliſh mT 


Diſſenters from Epiſcopal juriſdiction, and laying it quite aſide 


in Scotland Are noi the Queen and Farliament Judges — 
| . Nhat 


FE Co ns 
- - what is neceſſary and expedient for maintaining the Peace of 
their Dominions, or for entertaining an Union among Prote- 
_ Rants? And ſince in the Preface to the Toleration-A#, they 
_ have declar'd that to be the Defign of it; Ought not this Man 
to be treated as an Incendiary, who ſo publickly rails at their 
Pr oceedings from the Palpit, and calls them falſe Brethren, with 
relation both to Church and State? e = 
"Fwou'd ſwell theſe Reflections too much to take notice of all 
his Extravagancies, which juſfly deſerve a Rebuke. Therefore 
TI ſhall confine my ſelf to a few more things, which to me ap- 
Pear moſt remarkable. | 1 — | 
Page 12. He ſays, That whoever preſumes to innovate, alter, ar 
\ miſrepreſent an Point in the Articles of the Faith of our Church, gught 
10 be arraign'd as & Traitor to our State, Every one knows this is 
pointed at the Lord Biſhop of Sarum's Expoſition of our Arti- 
cles: I fhall net take upon me the Defence of that Learned 
Perſon, whoſe Works have procur'd him ſo great an Eſteem; 
he is ſo well able to do it himſelf, that *twere Arrogance in 
another to attempt it. But I am apt to think his Lordſhip's 
Moderation, and early Appearance and Zeal for the Revolution, 
with his Oppoſition to the Tyranny of the late Reigns, is at the 
bottom of this Charge. But if all Innovators, Alterers, and Miſ- 
repreſenters of our Articles, muſt be arraign'd as Traitors to the 
State; what muſt become of K. William's Reputation, and of the 
Lives and Fortunes of ſuch Lords and Commons as conſented to 
the Toleration- Act, which exempts the Diſſenters from ſigning ſeve- 
ral of thoſ&Azticles? And what muſt become of her preſent Ma- 
jeſty, who has given her Royal Word from the Throne, that She 
will inviolably maintain the Toleration * But ſince -we have no reaſon 
to ſuppoſe the Doctor much concern'd what becomes of them, we 
ſhall put a queſtion which concerns him more nearly; and that is, 
What muſt become of his High-flying Brethren, that have culti- 
. vated and hug'd the Sovereign Drug of Arminianiſm, which the Je- 
ſuits boaſted they had planted here in the Reign of K. Charles I. 
in order to introduce Popery? Iam much afraid, that if all thoſe 
who put in Arminian Gloſs upon out Articles, were to be arraign'd 
as Traitors, the High-Church would ſoon be brought Low enough. 
But further, what fhall become of thoſe of his High-flying Bre- 
'8 thren, who in imitation of Dr. Heylin, ABp Zaud, and the reft of 
4 | His Faction, would put a Popifh Gloſs upon them; as 'tis evident 
Dr. Heylin, did, in his Preface to the Life of that Prelate? 
But there's another Queftion, which comes yet more cloſe upon 
| his _ -Church n of their Patriarch ABp 
Laud) for not only innovating, but altering the 20th Article of 
the Church in a fraudulent and clandeſtine manner, by their own 
. Authority: which being queſtion'd in the Reign of R. Charles I. 
When the High-Church attempted not only to fwallow up the 
Subjects, but the Crown, and to act independently upon it, the 
Archbiſhop was oblig'd to have recourſe to a plain Falſhood, to 
_, Cefcnd that Interpolation 4 the 20th Article, which * 7 | 
7 5 : Kd: e Tewes, 
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F Power in the Church to decree Rites and Ceremonies, and her having Aut bo- 
rity in Controverſies of Faith : And ſaid in his Speech in the Star- 


Chamber, at the Cenſure of Pryn, Burton, and Baſtwick, p. 69. 


That his Officer whom he had deputed to ſearch, bad found it 
extant in the Records of his Office, and that he had afterwards 
return'd it to him. The ER did not print the Atte ſtation 
of his Officer, which is uſual in ſuch caſes z and he would not cer- 
tainly have omitted it, had it been true. But that which puts 
the matter beyond all controverſy, is, that the original Copys of 


the Articles, which he pretended were in his Office, were really 


bequeath'd by ABp Parker long before, with the reſt of his Ma- 
nuſcripts, to Bennet-College in Cambridge, where they are fiill ex- 
_ - tant; with the Subſcriptions of thoſe that compos'd them in their 
dyn Hands: and to prevent Corruption, not only every Article, 
but all the Lines in every Page are number'd, and there is not 

one word of that Interpolation above-mention'd in them. 
vt As a further Proof of this Falſification, I havo a Copy of the 
1 Articles . upon in the Convocation of 1562. and confirm'd 
. by that of 1571. when they were reprinted by Q. Elizabeth's Au- 
thority without that Interpolation either in the Text or Margin; 


1 and it is verbatim tus. 
F | Of the Authoritie of the Churche. 


Nl God's Word written; neyther may it fo expounde one place of Scripture, that 


and a Keyer of holy Writ : yet, q it ought not to decree any thyng againft 
Fhe ſame; ſo beſides the ſame, ought it not to enforce any thyng to be be- 
teved for neceſſitie of Salvation. 2 - 
For the Satisfaction of the Publick, the printed Copy of the Ar- 
ticles in Q Elizabeth's time is left with Mr. Darby the Printer, for 
1 uſtification of what I have ſaid, | | 
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Impoſition upon the Nation, that the 21ſt of the Articles drawn 
up in K. Eaward VF's time, which is upon the ſame Subject, agrees 
With the 20th of Q. Elizabeth verbatim; and theſe Articles were 
; Agreed by the Biſhops and other Learned Men, in the Convoca- 
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So that Dr. Burnet ſeems to have been impos d on by this common 
| Error in his Hiſtory of the Reformation, par. 2. fince in the Collec- 
$ tion of Records, at the end of that Book, p. 214. he ſets down the 
Ys Interpolation on the margin of the 21ſt Article of Edward VI. as 
31K . Contain'd in the 20th of Q. Elizabeth of 1562. | | 


ter polation, that when the Conv 


read, and receiv'd the Queen's Aﬀent and Conſent z there's no- 
Thing of this Interpolation, either in the Text or Margin of the 

_ 2oth Article. Tis alſo remarkable, that there's a material dif- 
ference betwixtjwhat they added to the 33d Article of Edward VI. 

ef the Tradition of the Church, as printed in Dr. Burnet 1 "of 

T1 lei. 


Tit not lawful for the Churche to erdain any thing that 5s contrary to 


It be repugnaunt to another, Wherefore, although the Churche be a Mitneſſe 


* 


is further to be obſerv'd, as a Confirmation of this notorious 


tion held at London 1552. and publiſh'd by the King's Authority. 


It may likewiſe be obſerv'd, as 2 yet fuller proof of this In- 
ocatidn did again approve and 
. Confirm the Articles in 1571. after they had been deliberately 


”s 


rs Cm) 
'  leftionof Records, after his firſt Volume of Hiſt. Reform. p. 218. 
and what is added to the 34th Article of the Edition 1571+ on 
the ſame Subject. For whereas in the Addition to that Article 
| mention'd by the Doctor, *tis ſaid, Every Particular O R National 
1 Church bath Authority to ordain, change, or aboliſh Ceremonies or Rites of 
the Church, ordain d only by Man's Authority, ſo that all things be done to 
edifying : in Q. Elix. Edition of 1571. tis, Every Particular AND 
National Church; which would ſeem to imply that every particular 
Congregation has the ſame Power. For according to Art. 19. 
| every Congregation, in Which the pure Word ef God is preach'd 
and the Sacraments duly adminifter'd, c. is a particulax; 
Church: and what they cou'd mean elſe by a Particular Cheb 
as diſtinguiſh'd from a National one, is hard to be conceiy'd. Be 
it how *twill, we may perceive the Reformation begun to go re- 
. trogradeinQ, Elizabeth's time, from what 'twas'in the time of King 
Edward ; tho if the Scripture be allow'd for the Rule ef Edifica- | 
tion, and of the Church's Decrees, as it ſeems to be by Art. a4. 
this Addition to Art. 34. can be no Juſtification of thoſe whe 
would impoſe on the Conſciences of their Brethren. However, 
it ſhews the Chriſtian Tenderneſs of our Legiſlature, that they 
have freed the Difſenters from ſubſcribing to this Article by the 
Toleration-Act: in which the Parliament is juſtify d by this very 
Addition, which they had power to change, ſince tis only of hu- 
man Authority. | | | . : 
Had Dr. Sach. been aware of this, perhaps he would not have 
been ſo ſevere upon the Innovators and Alterers of. our Articles ; 
but we may juſtly ſay with the Pſalmiſt, in relation to theſe High- 
Church Intovators, who wou'd aſcribe te the Church of England 
as much Power as is aſſum'd by the Church of Rome, What ſhalt 
be given unto thee, or what fhall be done unta thee, thou falfe Tongue ? 
ſharp Arrows of the Mighty, with Coals of Juniper, Pſal. 120. 3, 4. 
For the Power they wou'd have given to our Church by this Inter- 
polation, is contrary to what ſhe ſays her felf in the very next 
Article of the Authority of General Councils, where ſhg declares, that 
things ordain'd by them as neceſſary to Salvation, have veither Strength nor 
Authority, unleſs it may be declar d that they be taken out of H. Scripture. 
The Dottor being ſenſible that in the former part of his Dif- 
_ courſe he had run a muck againſt the Authority of King and 
j Parliament for having granted a Toleration, and againſt the 
Authority of the Queen who has promis'd to ſupport it; he tells 
us, P- 19. I wor'd not here be miſinderſlood, as if 7 imeuded te caſt ide 
| | leaſt invidious Reflect ion upon that Indulgence the Governments bas einde: 
Me ſcended to give them, which I am ſure all thoſe that wiſh well o ow 
1 Church are very ready to gran ts Conſciences truly ſcrupulous. But e- 
very body may ſee this is a Profeſtation castrary # Fat, and 
not to be regarded. Can he in his Conſcience allow 2 Tolera- 
tion to thoſe whom he has all along branded as Schiſmaticks, 
Traitors, | falſe Brethren, Underminers of 1 exeera· 


dle Villains, Fanaticks, Regicides, Men of Helliſk” Principles, 
-  -which they openly profeſs and teach? How wil ree n 
e . e victh 


U [1 


wo fie xl 1 NN ns kn e 


T3: 5 
with his railing at ABp Grindal in that ſame Page, and commending 
L. Eliz. for her true Reſolution, and pious Zeal in ſaying, That ſuch were 
the reſtleſs Spirits of that factious People, that no Quiet was to be ex- 
peed from them till they were utterly ſuppreſt, which like à prudent 
Princeſs ſhe did by whaleſom Severities ; and had her Succeſſor K. James | 
but follow'd her wiſe Politics, his Son had never fallen a Martyr to a 
their Fury, nor any of bis unhappy Offspring ſuffer*d thoſe diſaſtrous Cala- 
mities which made the Royal Family one continu d Sacrifice to their Ma- | 
lice. And what better could have been expected from Miſcreants begot in - 
Rebellion, barn in Sedition, and bred up in Fattion? ;? | 
If the Doctor thinks that People of ſuch a Character ought to 
be tolerated, every Man muſt own he is a greater Knave himſelf 
than he pretends them to be; but the beſt on't is, his Character 
of em is known to be falſe. Their Conduct ſince the Revolution 
makes this evident to all the World, Who of them have been con- 
cern'd in Invaſion and Aſſaſſination Plots againſt King, Queen, 
or Government, ſince that time? yet every one knows that ſeve- 
ral of his High-Church have been hang'd for both, and confeſs'd 
it at the Gallows, as 'twas fully prov'd upon them at their Trials. 
Which of the Diſſenters diſown her Majeſty's Title, or teach any 
Doctrine to ſap its Foundation? „„ 
For his charging em with the Murder of K. Charles, and the 
following Diſaſters of the Royal Family, tis no more to be aſcrib'd . 
to the whole Body of Diſſenters, than the late Aſſaſſination - Plots 7 
and deſign'd Invaſions are to be charg'd upon the whole Church of | 
England, becauſe thoſe that had a hand in them declar'd they dy'd 
in that Communion, Beſides, tis well known that thoſe concern'd 
in the Murder of K. Charles, were a hotch-potch of different De- 
nominations z and as the 12 of Charles II. chap. 20. exprefles it, 
A few Miſcreants, as far from being true Proteſtants, as from being 
true Subjeffs, The Dr. ought to look nearer home, for the fatal 
eccaſion of all thoſe Diſaſters, viz. the arbitrary Proceedings 
which Men of his ftamp put K. James and K. Charles upon, de- 
fended them for Goſpel; and with the ſame Spirit of Charity, for 
which the Dr. is ſo very remarkable, condemn'd all who wou'd 
diſpute his illegal exaQing of Shipmony, Adjournments and De- 
lays of Parliament, to the bottomleſs Pit. He has alſo been told 
before, that the much greater part of the Members of Parlia- 
ment, who took Arms againſt K. Charles, were Church of England 
Men, who were ſo far from deſigning the Deſtruction of his Per- 
ſon, or the Subverſion of his Government, that they did what 
they cou'd to preferve both, and wou'd. certainly have effected it, 
had not thoſe of the High Church Principles made him deaf to 
all Propoſals of Accommodation till *twas too late. po 
 *Tis equally well known, that: thoſe who contriv'd the Mur- 
der of K. Charles cou'd never effect it, till they got the Presbyte- 
rians excluded from the Parliament and Army; that thoſe of 
that Denomination in all the three Kingdoms oppos'd his Trial Fats | 
dy.Proteftations : and the Kingdom af Scotland, where Presbyte- J 
ey was then ſettled, as now, oppos d it by Arms; and as ſoon -_ 4 
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ne was murWr'd, proclaim'd his Son, whoſe Cauſe they eſpous'd. 
till they themſelves were over-run by the victorious Troops of the 
Uſurpers: To which the bad Meaſures which thoſe of the High. 
Church about K. Charles II. put him upon, contributed more: 
than Oliver's Arms; for the People perceiving by undeniablay 
-| Proofs, that the King never intended to keep. one word of what 
be had promis'd, and he himſelf having convinc'd em of it, by en- 
| deaveuring to make an Eſcape from their Army, in order to join, 
= thoſe Highlanders and others who had, in conjunction with the Jrifp, 
| Cut-Throats, haraſs'd the Country with Fire and Sword in his 
Father's time; this cool'd their Affections towards him, r | 
the Country into Factions, and made Oliver's Conqueſt very eaſy. 
Vet far from totally abandoning him, they brought him with an 
Army to Worceſter, which was Chiefly ruin'd by the Treachery, or. 
Cowardice at beſt, of the Engliſh High-Church or Cavaliers, who 
fail'd in the Promiſes they had made to join him, as they did be- 
fore to the D. of Hamilton, who came with an Army as far az; 
Preſton in Lancaſhire to reſcue K. Charles I. out of Priſon. So 
that on all theſe Occaſions the Presbyterians ſpent their Blood 
for the King and the Roya! Family, while moſt of the High, 
Church contented themſelves to drink his Health, as too many 
| of them do nowthat of the Pretender. 4; 5 
2 . Notwithſtanding all theſe Diſaſters and Cauſes of Diffidence, 
| the Presbyterians of both Nations were the chief -Inftruments of 
reſtoring the King and the Royal Family; which was.own'd by 
R. Charles II. himſelf in Parliament, when he told the Lords, 
That he ought to make good his Declaration from Breda to the Preshy- 
ferians, becauſe without their Aſſiſtance neither he nor they cou'd ever haue 
had any Proſpect of fitting there, But how well he rewarded them 
afterwards, every one knows. „ 


Whether the Dr. will own it or no, is no great, matter; but tig 
well enough known that the Act of Uniformity, contriv'd by his 
High Church, and the Penal Laws made afterwards to enforce. it; 
in order to divide the Proteſtants, laid the foundation of all R. 
Charles's ſucceeding Troubles, encourag'd the Papiſts to form 
Plots, and the Court to cut off ſuch Church of England Men and 
others as ſtood. up for our Conſtitution, to ſeize the Charters of 
our Corporations, and to diſpenſe with our Laws, which our High 
Church Clergy, - Univerſities and Judges had maintain'd to be the 
King's Prerogative. This brought in Popery and Slavery: like a 
Deluge upon us, till we were deliver'd from it by the late happy: 
Revolution, and by taking Arms to throw off the Yoke, contrary, 
to his flaviſh and traitorous Doctrine, That tis not lawful to reſiſ t, 
Princes on any pretence whatſoeub er. 5 % 
But we are not to. wonder at the Doctor's bidding defiance to > 
the Laws of Man, and the.Canſtitution of his Country, when he 
tramples upon thoſe of our Lord and Saviour. *Twas the dying 
Legacy he left, fo his. Diſciples,: and in them to all Chriſtians 
that they ſcould love one another, This he laid down as the great 
_ Charatexiſtick of Chriſtianity, and the ſame was ln 


7 


— 


2 


— — 
——— —̃ — 
2 


—— — — w4m— — .»... — —-¼ 


= _ — — 


67 * 
K * 
4 ; 


's * 
v 1 
0 * 
N 
8 
8 — „ 


his Apoſtles. But that Dr. 4. and his Party Je of this. 
Spirit, is ſo evident from their Conduct, tha, 5 no other 
proof. The Queen, the Parliament, the principal Fathers of 
the Church, according to the bleſſed Example of our Saviour and 
his Apoſtles, enjoin Union, Love, and Moderation. The Legiſ- 
lature, to effect this, have taken off the Penal Laws, which 
were the unhappy. Inftruments of Violence, Contention and 
Strife, and had brought both Church and Diſſenters to the brink 
of Ruin: but the Doctor and his Fact ion being acted by a contra- 
ry Spirit, are for curſing thoſe whom God and the Government 
have bleſs d; and to ſhew how ſincere he was in his allowing a Te- 
leration, p. 19. he leaves his falſe Brethren, as he calls them, viz, 
the moderate Churchmen and Diſſenters, in the bottomleſs Lake, 
with the Grand Father of Falſhood, the Devil and his Angels; 
tbe Company which, according to this good-natur'd Levite, p. 22. 
they always kgzp Correſpondence with. And that he might ſend them 
thither in a fiery Chariot, he adviſes our ſuperior Paſtors to thun- 
der out their Eccleſiaſtical Anathema's againft' them, | 45 
Alas poor Man! does he think the Legiſlature, who have ſet 
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the Diſſenters at Liberty from the Penal Laws, have left them 


expoy'd for their Diſſent to the Canons of the Church? I fear he 
13 as bad a Lawyer as Divine. Does not he know yet, that the 
Canons receiv'd their Force from the Royal Sanction, and that 
without the Authority of the Prince, the Convocation could not 
aſſemble to make em? How then can he have the Confidence to 
adviſe our Biſhops to act contrary to Law? Has not the Legiſla- 
ture withdrawn their Ratification of thoſe Canons, which relate 
to the Principles of Diſſenters? And does not the Doctor know, 
that by 25 H. d. c. 1 9. and v Elix. c. 1. S. 6. the Canons and Conſtitu- 
tions of the Church are of no force without the King or Queen's 
Aſſent? But this is the true Spirit of High- Church, they wou'd 
have the Mitre 2 the Crown now, as Laud and his Party 
intended it ſnould by their Canons of 1640. which were made 
void by the 13 Car. 2. c. 12. | „% ᷑Hçk 
We ſee the Spirit of the Party, they are for Tyranny in the 
Church as well as State, and cover all by a falſe Pretext of Di- 
vine Authority: for let Biſhops and Princes act ever ſo plainly 
the part of the Devil, yet ſtill they muft be accounted God's 
Vicegerents; which makes the Faction liable to the Curſe pro- 
nounc'd againft thoſe who call Evil Good, and Good Evil. „ 
If this Spirit be the Spirit of God, our Saviour and his Apo- 
ſtles have ſtrangely deceiv'd us. The High- flying Faction may, 
call themſelves Churchmen as long as they pleaſe ; but St. Paul 
would not allow em that Name, for he declares, that if any Man 
 . ſeem ty be content isus, the Church of God bas no ſuch Cuſtom : which 
I. take in plain Engliſh to be, that ſhe will entertain no ſuch Cuſ- 
tomers, and we have the Reaſon from St. James, becauſe they come 
from the Devil. However, I will not be ſo uncharitable as the 
Doctor was, to leave them with him and his Angels, but heattily 


ray for their dappy Deliverance, by a fincere and ſpeedy Repen z: 
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